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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS*** 

The Official Action of May 29, 2009 has been thoroughly studied. According, the following 
rerna *s are believed to be sufficient to place the application into condition for allowance. 

By the present amendment independent clain.1 hashed chafed to recited thence 
protrudes forward to form a casmg for P ^P the battery at a middle position of a front gdjag 
end of the frame in which casing the battery is received. 

Entry of this change to claims is respectfully requested. 

On page 2 of the Office Action the Examiner has requested applicant to submit a drawing. 
On December 7, 2007 in a request for a corrected filing receipt, applicant submitted four 
sheets of dmwings, including Figs. 1-4 which were originally filed with this application. 

The Examiner is respectfully requested to review these drawings and further advise applicant 

of any objections to the drawings. 

Claims 1-10 are pending in this application. 

Claims 1 and 2 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §102(b) as being anticipated by U.S. Patent 
Application PubhcationNo. 2003/014112 to Flowers et at 

Claims 3-10 are presently allowable. 

For foe reasons set forth below it is subnthted 
the prior art of record and therefore, the outstanding rejection of the claims should properly be 

withdrawn. 

Favorable reconsideration by the Examiner is earnestly solicited. 
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The Examiner has relied upon Flowers et al. as teaching: 

an electric vehicle (10) including: a frame/mounting (84); a seat uj(^ 

fromw^t^),™ 

, . ^ /h A\ h aiH * a front wheel suspension device (zi) 9 me iraiuc yv-r> 

^Tl^toe^d to to a cS * a JdfeposiBon of. front end of the frame 

Flowers et al. mounts the htttery 86 on the tiller unit 80 quta a diantnce from the grotmd 
teveL Ttts has .he advert effect of raising rhe cantor of gravh, of.be vehicle of Ffowers e. al and 
^fcjng h more susceptible to being unaable and felling over, especially when fuming. 

Further, by mounting the batteiy 86 on the tiller unit 80 the steering and control of the 
Havers e. ri. vehicle becomes more difficult, became the rioer has to ntovadtte combined weight of 

the tiller unit 80 and the batteiy 86* 

In over to more clearly define the present invention over Flowers et tu. applicant's 
Wep^dent claim 1 ha, bem. amend* netoin to r^e to toe flame ptotrud* fi»w^ to torm a 
casing fer^tetagJteJaima, amiddte positfcnof a flout mUm end of*, fiutoe inwMch 

the battery is received. 

The structural differences between the present invention and Flower et aL pro vide the present 



invention with: 
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front of the frame. 

. A m stable suspension when ridden and no requirement of anti-tip wheels. 

. Sufficient room for the battery without the width and length of the scooter having to be 
increased, which providing sufficient leg room for a rider. 

It is thus submitted^ 
Flowers et aL, together with the related functional differences, clearly patentably distinguishes 

applicant's claimed invention over Flowers et aL 

Based upon to above ******* between to P*' *< ^ «* to Examiner sad to 
preacn, invention, and to overall <e*hings of prior «. property considered as a whole, it is 
respectful* submteed to. to E»mtoer caano. rely upon to prior art as required under 35 U.S.C. 
§ 103 to establish iprinrnfi** ease of obviousness of applicant's chimed favention. 

prior ar, does no. remote* anflcipate, «ach. sugges. or render .bvk.ua to present invention. 

„ is submmed tot to elate*, aa now amended, and to discussion contained hemmclearly 
sh0 wto.toclataKdinve«k>nis,K>vd^ 

prior ax. and to ontsumdteg rejection of to claims should hence be whhdrawn. 

Therefore, recorisiderationandwitiutawdofto ouwumfag rejection ofto claims am. an 
early allowance of to claims is believed to be in order. 

„ is believed to. to above represent a complere response «, to Offletal Action ami 

reconsideration is requested. 
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If upon operation of the above. the Examiner should feel tot .here remains out***** 

i^fcthe present applic^nthatcoukiber^ 

patent counsel at the telephone number given below to discuss such issues. 

To..*.x.eu.»ecessary,ar^» fc rane*e^^ 
nade. Please charge the tees due in connection wi* the filing of this paper, including extension of 

tofees.toDepos.Acc.tunNo..^ 

Respectfully submitted, 





ft 

MichaeiS. Gzyl 
Reg. No. 32,816 

BUTZEL LONG 
350 South Main Street 
Suite 300 

Ann Ajrbor, Michigan 48104 
(734)995-3110 
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